31 May 1972 


HW: 

The trouble with you, Ralph, is while you was seeing and hearing 
the whoooole thing on tee-vee a lot of other stuff was going on off 
camera. 

Never heard of Alexander Zuckerkandl, eh ? Why Virginia (I mean 
Ralph) you might as well say you never heard of Ed Sullivan or Johnny 
Carson. Only the greatest brain in human history. Only the authority 
to end all authorities, the man who knows all there is to know about 
everything. 

Around ten years ago Dr. Robert M. Hutchings, after he left 
Chicago U. and after he became presiding officer at the Center for 
the Study of Democratic Institutions at Santa Barbara, produced a 
critique called The Zuckerkandl Papers. It defended the world-famous 
authority on everything, Alexander Zuckerkandl, from certain would-be 
detractors who obviously were too odious to be named. Couched in the 
most erudite academic language, it went on, page after page, explaining 
Zuckerkandl 1 s daring theories and conclusions with the general implication 
that — because Zuckerkandl had lived, thought and written — all human 
thought was going to have to be re-ordered, somewhat along the lines the 
religionists professed to feafc when the Dead Sea Scrolls were discovered 
and translated. Or like the flap caused by Einstein's theory of 
relativity or by Darwin's conclusions on the evolution of species. 

A careful reading, of course, made clear that Dr. Hutchins had gone 
to great pains to write several thousand words of the most polished 
nonsense without including a single fact. One got the impression that 
he had read at least one doctoral dissertation too many and was 
amusing himself by setting down a distillation of academic cliches. 

We heard The Zuckerkandl Papers read on KPFA, and after recovering 
from a greatly weakened state managed to obtain a copy which long since 
has disappeared, so these recollections depend entirely upon uncertain 
memories at this late date. We have the impression that The Zuckerkandl 
Papers enjoyed considerable circulation privately through the more 
stratospheric levels of academia, and that a few Letters to the 
Editor appeared in publications like the New York Times and Saturday 
Review, attacking or upholding Hutchins with tongues firmly in cheek, 
before the whole thing vanished from public view. What remains is 
the indelible impression of Alexander Zuckerkandl established for all time 
as the all-purpose intellectual, somewhat comparable with Art Hoppe's 
all-purpose bureaucrat, Dr. Homer T. Pettibone. 

Speaking of Hoppe, Ralph, we append the latest in his series 
on your friend and colleague, Mr. Joe Sikspak. It is perhaps not the 
best Sikspak that has appeared, but after all there have been only- 
three or four and Joe hardly has had time to get rolling, but we 
anticipate that he will be with us for some time, even as Dr. Pettibone 
and Hoppe's even more durable Gen. Hoo Dat, leader of our fighting 
allies in East Vtnnng, whose exploits against the dread Vetnarian 
guerrillas in West Vtnnng are known to all. 

We suspect that Mr. Shea, having gone to the trouble of 
producing the first known photograph of Dr. Zuckerkandl ( the 
usual camera-shy recluse, of course) could not resist sending copies 
to friends and Zuckerkandl fans, and for some reason best known to 
himself dealt you in. 

You've had it, Ralph. 
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Dear Harold: 


Later 31 May 1972 


< 1 Yo ?r class mailing of May 27 came in later today, 

including the item for the Schoolfield file, which herewith is 
returned. 


.'n . This also acknowledges your third class mailing of 
uncertain date but which was received here yesterday and which 
contained $a rich lot of clippings including the long WX Post piece 
on Whalen and two exquisite columns by Art ^uchwald. Thanfer f or it 
all, many thanks indeed. 


f should explain that after the six weeks on the graveyard 
shift we took three weeks vacation which is now drawing to a close. 

We had intended to do some travelling, but were so exhausted that we 
spent the first week just getting hold of ourselves and trying to 
regain the sense of being live human beings. After that first week we 
picked up a bit and have been catching up on all sorts of things, 
doing long-hanging odd jobs and otherwise taking it fairly easy 
For this reason I have not gone near the AP and have no idea who the 
two guys are whom they put on Bremer's track. Let's hope they're 
local guys from Miltoj&ukee of 5 Detroit rather than some recognized pro 
like (gavzer , who is a whiz s& when he lets himself go and throws himself 
into a job, but whose work usually winds up with some fairly essential# 
punches pulled — not necessarily his doing, of course. One just 
doesn't know. J 


We already have sent you copies of the AP stDDies you 
mention (taken from the Chronicle, as I recall it) which describe 
Bremer s travels and companions. We'll naturally follow up with anything 
further that shows up. Interestingly enough, the NO States-Item 
apparently chose not to use these stories, although it's possible 
those issues may not yet have come in. The SI runs almost a week late 
now. Like you, I find it interesting that the AP would show so much 
interest in Bremer ( I still find it a bit hard to believe that they'd 
put two men full time on him) and would hazard a guess that some of 
the Southern AP members might be behind this sudden interest. In this 
sense the NO ppppaass papers don't fit. But there are members in 
Atlanta, Louisville and perhaps Charlotte who might wel&jf say to 
AP/NY . Look, you can stay with the official fairy stories when your 
northern liberals get knocked off, but don't expect us to be satisfied 
with that sort of treatment in this case. Perhaps i-'m dreaming, but 
I don t see the AP putting two men on Bremer unless there has been 
firm pressure from some member or members who may be critical in 
a given area. 


I note in j(«x one of tfjhir notes to Larry (CDN ?) that 
you have worked up a piece on the "Can Mr. Weisberg Translate ?" 
note-threat. Sometime, perhaps after it's published, we would like 
to see a copy of what you have done with this, particularly to what 
extent, if any, we were able to contribute toward the translation. 

I still think the guy who wrote that note meant business, at least 
in his own mind. 


By the way, among the odds jobs we've been doing has 
been some filing and file-reorganizing, and we fj^d that our file on 
/ftjkrtin Luther King Jr. begins with items darted April 9i 1968, 
instead of April 5» when they should. We have a vague impression 
that we shipped some, at least, of this early stuff to you at your 
request for you to check and possibly copy. 
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When you have time, would you please check your files and 
see whether you still have it, if indeed you ever did. We cannot 
think of anything else we could have done with it. In the meantime 
we'll run still another search and see if we've merely misplaced it 
here in some way. Sorry to burden you with such a chore, but it's 
a bit startling to find the first four days of such a file completely 
missing. 
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